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1. By April 8, 2013 the Board had two live, timely and perfectly valid new
Motions before it: one Motion to Confirm tidstrict Court Judgment and Final Order as

Void, and one Motion to Dismiss the Instant Proceedings.

2. While the Board has broad discoetias an adminisdtive body, it does not
have the discretion to completely ignore tive, valid motions before it before making a
final decision in this case — not least whwenth of the new Motions before it have direct
bearing on the final decision (and if either o had been granted then the Board could
not and would not have made the final dem it indicated ints April 9, 2013 Letter).

3. Most pertinently, the Board has accéptertified copies of a District Court
Order and Judgment that the Board is fullyaeevfrom inspection of the public record are
entirely invalid documents, vbion their face. Thus to completely ignore the Motion
before the Board calling for the Board teewsmodicum of common sense and to follow
basic law to confirm the Court Judgmenta rder as void, seems at the very least
inequitable, unfair, unlawful and lacking in due diligence and fair treatment of the parties
to this action. The Motion to Confirm theoGrt Judgment and Orders as Void was filed
well before the Board made its Ap8i] 2013 decision, and thus Co-Defendant/Co-
Registrant Edge Games, Inc (‘EDGE”") hextkry right to havéhat Motion properly
considered and ruled upon by the Board befloeeBoard made any final decision in this

case.

4. EDGE also notes that both Petitimmand Co-Defendant Future Publishing
Ltd filed a formal Reply to EDGE’s Motion to Confirm the Court Judgment and Orders
as Void (see Docket #91 and #92), andiliyg a formal response to the Motion the
Petitioners and Co-Defendant confirmed Motion valid and one that the Board was
obligated to fully consider and rule uporfdre arriving at a finedecision in these
proceedings. Indeed, EDGE still has a number of ty$o it in regard to the Motion to
Confirm before the Board should be startinduity consider thissalid and live Motion.

The Motion to Confirm was thus timely (in thatvas filed before a final decision was
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rendered) and the Board is obligatedaasider and rule on it before making a final

determination in this case.

5. The Motion to Dismiss, filed April 8, 2013, was also filed before the Board’s
final decision dated April 9, 2013, atftlis this entirely valid and timeMotion (in that
it was filed before the Board rendered its ApfillDecision) should also be fully and
fairly considered and ruled on by the Boardbbe the Board makes its final decision in
this case. If the Board finds, as EDGE is certain that it will do, that this Motion to
Dismiss is valid, and that the proceedispsuld have been dismissed in 2009 when
EDGE first filed its Affirmative Defense caflg for dismissal of these proceedings, then
the Board will realize that asf April 9, 2013 the Board had no standing to make a final

decision in a case that should have been dismissed in 2009.

6. The Board had no right or authoritydonsider Petitioners or Co-Defendants
filing of the 2010 District CourJudgment and Orders, since the Board should not have
been considering the instant Cancellation proceedings at the time Petitioners filed said
Court documents, and certainly not by the tthet the Petitioners first filed certified
copies of said 2010 Judgment and Ordessich by the Board’s own confirmation on
March 8, 2013 (Docket #84) the Board stateshould never have been considering until
it received in certified form, anyway). The Board was thus obligatéghore all filings
by either Petitioners or Co-Defendant Fetin regard to # 2010 District Court
Judgment and Orders since the instant prdioge should have been terminated shortly
after their commencement in 2009, should have been terminated before Petitioners filed
certified copies of the 2010 Judgment &rdlers, and certainly should have been
terminated before the Board made a final decision on ABtile&ed on entirely invalid

and void Court Judgments and Orders.

7. EDGE thus asks that the Board vadae decision that made on April 9,
2013 and that the Board fully consider and nehe two live and timely Motions before
it — one to Confirm the 2010 Court Judgmant Orders Void, and one to Dismiss the
Proceedings — before the Board makes any final decision in this case based on the invalid
and void 2010 Court Judgment and Orders. #htine Board fail to take this reasonable
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and correct course then EDGE will be caigd to Appeal the decision and will be
assured of prevailing on appeal due toBloard’s failure to follow proper procedure,
failing to consider and rule on live and timélotions before it, and the Board’s failure
to accept the 2010 Court Judgment and Ordenrgid even though it is patently obvious

to anyone inspecting them that they are clearly void.

Date:April 10,2013 Respectfullysubmitted,

o LAl

Dr. Tim Langdell, CEO

EDGE Games, Inc.
Co-Registrant Pro Se
530SouthLake Avenue, 171
Pasaden&A 91101
Telephone6264494334
Facsimile6268444334
Emailttab@edgegames.com
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Certificate of Service

In accordance with Rule 2.105(a) of the Trademark Rules of Practice, as
amended, it is hereby certifiechtha true copy of DefendaBtige Games Inc’s Motion to
Vacate the Board Decision / Request Forddsaleration was served on the following
parties of record, by depositing same intth8. Malil, first class postage prepaid, this
10th day of April, 2013:

Robert N. Phillips

Reed Smith LLP

101 Second Street, Suite 1800
San Francisco, CA 94105-3659

Vineeta Gajwani

Electronic Arts, Inc.

209 Redwood Shores Parkway
Redwood City, CA 94065

Cheri Langdell J




